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or indifferent Ruler or government, and it was his sincere conviction that the Cham-
ber of Princes was destined to play an important part in the^ future, even though at
the present day its utility was circumscribed in many limitations and restrictions.
His Highness next referred to the representation of States' subjects at the London
Conference, The Maharaja said that an official announcement had been made on
behalf of His Excellency the Viceroy and a reply had been given by the Secretary
of State for India to a question in the House of Commons on the subject in which it
was made amply clear that so for us Indian States were conr.urnc-1 questions which,
it was contemplated, would be discussed at the Conference, would be confined to broad
questions of constitutional policy in regard to which the acknowledged Rulers of Indian
States were the only people who would speak with authority. The Viceregal pro-
nouncement had also made it amply clear that questions concerning- internal govern-
ment of the States would not arise at the Conference, and as bad also been officially
pointed out, their discussion at such a Conference was specifically precluded, because
such matters were within the purview of the Ruler of each State, subject to the
responsibility of the Crown as the paramount power for protecting people against
gross misgovernment.
The proposed Conference in England would be concerned firstly with the status
of India as a whole in the Empire, secondly, with the constitution of British India
visa-vis His Majesty's Government* and thirdly, with the icl.uions between the
Government of India and the Governments of the Indian States, The constitutions
of the States were necessarily outside the scope of the Conference, That
was a matter between the Ruler of a State and his subjects. He continued :
"In the constitutional structure of India, the two units are British India and
the States, Each unit will be represented at the Conference, the British Indian unit
by representatives of different interests and parties in British India and the States
unit by representatives of the States taken as a group. Even the British Parliament,
which has solemnly recognised the validity of the Pritict'.i' tre.aies with the East
India Company and formally enacted that such treaties shall be binding on the Crown,
can claim no jurisdiction to examine the constitutions obtaining in the Indian States,
and the admission of such jurisdiction at the Conference would be destructive of the
internal sovereignty of States which naturally they dearly cherish. Constitutionally,
therefore, the suggestion of a quadruple conference is inherently wrong, and
hence the invitation only to representatives of the constituted Governments
of the Indian States.
The States' Subjects' Conferences
The Akkalkot State Subjects' Conference
y In the course of his presidential address to the Akkalkot State Subjects* Confer-
ence held at Akkalkot on the ist December, Mr. N, C. Kelkar said :—-
The third Conference of the people of the Akkalkot State meets to-day at
Akkalkot itself. The first two Conferences had to meet at the friendly neighbouring
town of Sholapur for want of permission to meet at any place within the State,
The state of things was not complimentary to anybody concerned. The conference
condemned the State authorities for denying to the people the most elementary right
of public association. It condemned the people themselves for not having courage
enough > to assert that elementary right for themselves. And lastly, it condemned
the British Government for not giving proper advice to the State in the matter of one
i? fun,dam?ntal duties. The spectacle of the people of an Indian State being
unable to do, within its own territory, something which they can do openly and without
any reproach only a few miles away in the British territory,—the spectacle, I say.
would be funny if it were not too grave to allow merriment
And the funniest part in it all would be the joining link of the officer who, as the
Comical Agent, quietly connives at the prohibition of a meeting or conference which,.

